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budget is compiled by the State, the State meets with Entergy VY to agree on the

funding.

III. Other Criteria

Under the fifth Section 248 criterion, the Board must consider certain Act 250 criteria to

the effect that an adequate water supply must be available, the supply cannot burden an

existing supply and the application must show that the design has considered

conservation, incorporates multiple use or recycling where technically and economically

practical, uses the best available technology for the application and provides for

continued efficient operation of the system.

Mr. Goodell addresses the use of water for cooling and for the site's general needs such as

potable water supply.

Please address this criterion with respect to water used inside the Reactor Building,

including the Reactor itself as well as the pool used for wet storage of SNF.

The VY Station recycles water drawn from on-site wells for use in the reactor in a closed-

cycle system. Water is also drawn for the spent-fuel pool and for other uses. Water used

for these purposes is taken from and returned to tanks in the Reactor Building. Some

evaporation occurs, however, principally from the pool. Water lost through evaporation

is replaced from on-site wells, which typically draw around 1,000 gallons a day.

The VY Station's design therefore incorporates conservation and recycling using efficient

technology, because these water uses operate in a closed cycle and because at 1,000
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gallons per day the amount of water required to supplement the closed cycle is modest.

For over 30 years, moreover, the on-site wells have provided water for these Reactor

Building and other site needs, and I am not aware of any complaints from nearby users of

any adverse impact on their water supplies.

As Mr. Goodell notes, water drawn from wells is subject to and governed by permits

issued by the Agency of Natural Resources.

Is the VY Station a waste-to-energy source of generation?

No, and accordingly we believe this criterion of subsection (b) of Section 248 is not

applicable.

Criterion 9(K), incorporated into Section 248 from Act 250, requires the Board to assess

a project's impact on public and quasi-public investments, lands and other resources,

which include investments made by public utilities. An example is the Vernon dam.

Entergy VY represents a public-utility investment itself, and Entergy VY seeks Board

authorization for continued operation of this important resource. Messrs. Dodson and

Goodell address the impact of the VY Station's operation after March 21,2012, on other

utilities, investments and resources in the area.

In Docket No. 6812, the Board required EVY to make certain modifications to the VY

Station to ensure that the extended-power uprate would not have an adverse effect on

system stability and reliability. Were those modifications made?
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Yes. Since the VY Station increased its operations to the uprated level, moreover, the

VY Station has not caused any condition that resulted in an adverse effect on the bulk-

power system's stability or reliability.

The sixth Section 248(b) criterion requires that a facility be consistent with a resource

selected in a utility company's integrated-resource plan or that good cause exists for the

facility. Is this criterion applicable to the VY Station's continued operation?

No. I understand that this criterion applies to Vermont's distribution utilities and not to

exempt wholesale generators such as EVY.

Finally, please address the tenth criterion of Section 248(b), that is, whether the VY

Station can be served economically by exiting or planned transmission facilities without

undue adverse effect on Vermont utilities or customers.

Continued operation after March 21,2012, will not require a change in the currently-

existing transmission facilities that serve the VY Station.

IV. Conclusion

16 Q35. Summarize your testimony.

17 A35. The VY Station today supplies nearly one-third of the electricity consumed in Vermont at

18

19

20
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22

beneficial, below-market rates. It contributes significantly to the environmental quality

of Vermont's electricity portfolio, which has the lowest carbon footprint of any state in

the nation. Since Entergy VY acquired and began to operate the VY Station, the plant

has operated at a Capacity Factor of93%, providing power that is needed by Vermont

and the region on a 24/7 basis and that diversifies New England's electricity supply,
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1 which is heavily dependent on natural gas. Entergy VY is a major employer and

2 economic force in Windham County and Vermont.

3

4 Continued operation of the VY Station will enable Vermont to continue these

5 environmental-quality and economic benefits. As shown by the Northern Economic

6 Consulting report, the VY Station's continued operation will result in over $2 billion in

7 additional income for the residents of Windham County as well as the state of Vermont

8 and tax revenues in excess of$300 million in today's dollars.

9

10 These benefits do not include a PPA between Entergy VY's marketing affiliate and

11 electric-distribution utilities in Vermont, although one is being negotiated. A VY Station

12 PPA would maintain the diversity of Vermont's electric-supply portfolio and contribute

13 significantly to the state's maintaining the lowest carbon footprint for electricity supply in

14 the nation.

15 Q36. Does this conclude your testimony?

16 A36. Yes, it does.


